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Period fo;^'"''^ ^''"^ " communication appears on the cover shm with the Ln^pondence sLress - " 

wSrSs SnL^e'^FRo'S mSSII f/rl'l.'^'Z,' ^^'^^ (30) DAYS. 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b) ^ communication, even it timely filed, may reduce Iny 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10 November ?nnfi 
2a)0 This action is FINAL. 2b)K This actionis non-final. 

dl?'' ^''y ^^^^P* '"Otters, prosecution as to the merits is 

Closed .n accorxlance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 j 453 O.G 213 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Clainn(s) 1,2 and 4-9 is/are pending in the application 

.^n t'/ ^^"^ "^'""^'^ '^'''^ consideration. 

5) U Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1,2 and 4-9 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) _ are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner 

App cant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 85(a) 
1 1 )n J'J'" 7^"* '^^'"S ^^^♦(«) '"-'"ding the corredion is required if the drawing(s) is objected to See 37 CFR 112nd^ 
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1.0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7 2(a)) ^ 
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1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which fomis the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 , 2 and 4-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Japan'964 (Japan 8-84964) in view of Sundheim (U. S. Pat. No. 4,191,590). 

Re claims 1 and 7, Japan'964 discloses in a portable surface cleaning machine for 
moving over a surface to be cleaned and producing a pressurized cleaning spray 
directed onto the surface, said machine including an elongated spinner bar (24) having 
a first end, a second end, and a rotary mount (15) there between, said spinner bar 
constructed and arranged to rotate in a plane parallel to the surface to be cleaned, the 
improvement comprising a first array of spray nozzles (see figs. 1 and 2) at said first 
end and a second array of spray nozzles at said second end, said first array and said 
second array each having an outermost nozzle and at least one inner nozzle, said 
outemriost nozzle inclined at a first angel with respect to said plane and said at least 
one inner nozzle inclined at a second angle with respect to said plane for producing 
rotation of said spinner bar, whereby said overlapping spray patterns cause the cleaned 
area to have a uniform appearance that differs from the claims only in the recitation of 
the said at least one inner nozzle being positioned in proximity to said outer nozzle so 
that a portion of the spray pattern produced by said at least one inner nozzle overlaps a 
portion of the spray pattern produced by said outermost nozzle during rotation of the 
spray bar. The patent to Sundheim is cited disclosing the arrangement of providing the 
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overlapping spray pattern as claimed (ool. 2, lir,es 53-68) whe^ Sundheim discloses *e 
spray patterns of individual nozzles can be adjusted. It ttierefore would have been 
Obvious to modify the spray pattern of Japan 964, to over lap as taught y Sundheim, 
since this is considered to be an obvious rean^ngement of parts and since Sundheim 
discloses the any pattern can be substituted for effective/efficient cleaning. Re claims 2, 
4, 6, 8 and 9, to have ttie nozzles angled as claimed is of little patentable weight in view 
of ttie an^ngement as disclosed by Sundheim and Japan'964. 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to the pending claims have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 

applicant's disclosure. In Cain Earhart ir ot <,i 

uain, tarnart, Jr. et al., Jager and Long, note the cleaning 


nozzles 
5 


Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to FRANKIE L. STINSON whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-1308. The examiner can nomially be reached on M-F from 5:30 am to 2:00 
pm and some Saturdays from approximately 5:30 am to 1 1:30 am. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Michael Bar, can be reached on (571) 272-1700. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-272-8300. 

Infomiation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 


Application/Control Number: 10/803,591 


Page 4 


Art Unit: 1746 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-dlrect.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



FRANKIE L. STINSON 

Primary Examiner 
GROUP ART UNIT 1746 


